BIBLIOGRAPHICAL AIDS
The scholar interested in California and the Civil War has to rely largely upon his own ingenuity and imagination; however, there are a few bibliographical aids of value. One is the Bibliography of State Par ticipationintheCivil War, 1861 -1866 (Washington,D.C., 1913 , which devotes seven pages to California. Oscar O. Winther's A Classified Bib liography of the Periodical Literature of the Trans-Mississippi West , (Indiana University Press, i96i),pp. 275-76, lists articles on California and the Pacific Northwest. In the Index to the Writings on American History, 1902 -1940 (Washington, D.C., 1956 , there are fifteen items listed under California pertaining to Civil War troops. Useful as aids to archival sources are The List of National Archives Microfilm Publications 1961 (Washington, D.C., 1961 and the Guide to the Records in the National Archives (Washington, D.C., 1948) . On the eve of the Civil War, California faced four courses of action: secession, neutrality, separation and independence, and union. Argu ments and counterarguments were presented from all viewpoints and some people were in doubt as to which course to follow. After Confed erate batteries fired on Fort Sumter, the immediate repercussion in Cali fornia was an increased hostility toward the Pacific Republic movement and the Confederate cause, and a renewed wave of loyalty swept over the state. Although California was isolated from the conflict in the East and despite diversified political beliefs of her people, Unionist sentiment was overwhelming when actual warfare forced a decision. Republican and Union Democratic leaders expressed unconditional loyalty, and Union civic and military meetings and processions were held. Yet Cali fornia's attitude was still of grave concern to Northern supporters, who were not at ease until the election of Leland Stanford in September, 1861, as the first Republican governor. The Unionist candidates polled over two-thirds of the votes. Although the loyalty of the state appeared evident, home guards were activated, loyalty oaths were required for certain groups and individuals, and occasional military arrests were made to insure loyalty.
Various estimates have been made of the number of pro-Confederates in California. On August 28,1861, a large group of San Francisco busi nessmen dispatched a plea in the form of a lengthy letter to Secretary of War Simon Cameron, in which they expressed their objection to a rumored report that 5,000 Californians were to be enlisted for service against Confederate forces in Texas. This letter (Robert C. Rogers, et ah, to Simon Cameron) appeared in O.R., Ser. I, Vol. L, Pt. II, pp. 589 91), and the remonstrators argued that the Pacific Coast would become another Missouri if troops were withdrawn from California. After asserting that a majority of state officials were secessionists and that the governor (John G. Downey) was pro-Southern, the letter stated:
"About three-eighths of our citizens are natives of slaveholding States, and almost a unit in this crisis." Moreover, the businessmen claimed that 16,000 were organized in the Knights of the Golden Circle and implied that native Californians of Spanish descent and squatters were allied with the disunionists.
William D. Simonds in his Starr King in California (San Francisco, 1917) , p. 53, quoted this letter, but somehow the figure of natives of slave-holding states was changed from "three-eighths" to "three-fifths." Four years later, Charles W. Wendte in his Thomas Starr King (Boston, 192 7), p. 154, wrote that forty per cent of the people of California were Southern born. In an address on the Civil War home guard of San Fran cisco, of which he had been a member, Horace Davis portrayed Cali fornia's position as that of a border state and claimed that "a large element" was pro-Confederate. This address was given before the Panama-Pacific Historical Congress in 1915, and was published in The Pacific Ocean in History (New York, 1917) Contemporary California newspapers seldom mentioned any pro Southern organizations probably because of their secrecy and ephem eral nature. Nonetheless, the societies were considered a threat to the security of the state, particularly its southern part. As a checkmate to their activity home guard organizations were vigilant and federal troops were constantly shifted around to prevent any disturbance. Besides the published army records and the article by Dustin, data on the secret ( Santa Fe, 1908 
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An account of the blockade of Mexico's western ports by France and the presence of her warships at San Francisco and Santa Barbara has been related by the present writer in his article, "French Warships on the Mexican West Coast, i86i-i866,"EH.R.,XXIX (February, 1955) , [25] [26] [27] [28] [29] [30] [31] [32] [33] [34] [35] [36] [37] . To date little has been written in secondary accounts about the visits of British and Spanish warships to California waters during the Civil War; however, reference might be made to the book by Carlos E. Grez Perez, entitled Los Intentos de Union Hispano-Americana y La Guerra de Espana en El Pacifico (Santiago, Chile, 1928) . Further data may be found in other books in Spanish and in contemporary news papers and naval and diplomatic records. Manuscripts pertaining to California and the Civil War are also located in the Bancroft Library, Huntington Library, and elsewhere.
